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GSENM Assessment
sites from 2000--2003




Results

ite, the more departed it is from
ts natural potential

Viost of the loamy sagebrush sites
Ithin the project area fit this
ding, scoring poorly with

Spect to soil/site stability,
hydrologic function and
especially biotic integrity, where
sagebrush was the only perennial
Species over vast expanses









Five Mile Mountain
dagebrush Restoration
Project

D-team was formed to
onditions generally and
from Interested publics,
other state and federal
agenci ecide what, if anything,
should be done for these areas (there
as also a preliminary determination
at these areas were failing to meet
late rangeland health standards)

. Steven Monson from the Rocky
ountain Research Center lead an on-
te discussion to the project area

EA was signed in August, 2006
thout appeal

- The Substation area was included in
phase |, pending funding through the
newly organized Utah Partners for
Conservation and Development
(UPCD).




ive Mile Detalils
Continued...

s was that in order for other
les to have a chance at

. shment, we would need to
remove some of the sagebrush (our
onitoring was designed, in part to
how how much removal was
ecessary to achieve a diverse
ommunity)

Aost agreed that cheatgrass and
vasive annuals did not appear to pose
significant long-term threat if

gebrush was disturbed (unlike many
\ typical Wyoming sagebrush eco-sites)

@ The project was an opportunity to
compare the Dixie (or pipe) harrow
with the Ely chain, which was
developed for thinning sagebrush

o The project was funded through UPCD

v




| l Seed Mix

Jpseed
2grass (Rimrock)
quirreltail (Kane,UT)

c seberry-leaf globemallow
n, UT)

er penstemon (Washington,

Total seed rate: 7.2l1bs/acre
@ Total area: 350 acres
g Cost/acre;: $121.53






the negative connotation of “chaining”, the Ely Chain is a very vers:
rcent kill and amount of disturbance can be adjusted by changing th
between the machines.
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What has been

ich, Ecologist and Steven

d, RMRS)both mentioned
vait five years before
2rmine success/failure—

ood advice!

e two growing seasons following
atment were well below normal for
Inter precipitation as well as overall
ecipitation.

ne plants germinated but failed to
ecome established during the first year

o Looking at it a little differently than orphan
- Annie, “the rain will come out
tomorrow...” in 2008 and again in 2009,
favorable precipitation changed everything






~Anything else?

e didn’t seed, such as
1d-thread, are becoming
on their own.

L types of native grasses are

pparently doing OK (local ricegrass
\Nd galleta are fairly easy to
Istinguish from their seeded
yunterparts).

1e Ely chain Is more versatile,
heaper, faster and easier on the soil
usts than either the full or half
1arrow

\ g Could we have accomplished the

same thing using Tebuthiuron to
thin sagebrush without further
disturbing the soil?

g Did we need to seed at all?




-

hat about livestock
grazing?

k did not use Substation
n 2 thru fall of 2009

2 three full growing
rest before grazing

razing occurred from November
009 through late May of 2010 (in
espass from April 15th), except for
Iithin the exclosure

he setback to the native forbs and
asses was such that Russian thistle,
Ich was only a trace component
within the exclosure, became a
dominant after heavy summer rains,
because of the reduction in
competitive ability to the native
species and possibly also ground
disturbance caused by the cows



Hjudu |II we have all
the answers?

lysis is scheduled to be
after this summer (it
omplete growing
reatment on Phase |



.-‘r"-;'}:lr;g{“'"]h e LT S A j‘.‘.r ‘1'@-‘1'!1'1--&;:-3:-} R F*‘-‘:l'.‘;t'l;‘.lzl CAsEs

R

.: "ﬂ 1 .I.'. .

UL Al e
i T i

=L






Qu es tions?



Citations:

2008.

tal Assessment UT-
A, August 17, 2006
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